x                         INTRODUCTION
groups: Melanesian, Polynesian, Micronesian and Indo-
nesian.1 He has studied these two large groups and
discovered in them the following common features:
(I) Absolute similarity in the phonetic system, (2) a com-
plete basic unity in the structure of words, (3) several
important and characteristic features in the grammar,
viz., the postposition of the genitive; affixation and
partially the form of the possessive ; the presence of an
exclusive and inclusive form for the first person plural
of the personal pronoun in some of these languages; the
existence of a dual and a trial in some of these languages;
(4) large agreement in vocabulary.
On these grounds Schmidt proposed to establish a
larger linguistic unity between A ustro-Asiatic and Austro-
nesian and called * the family thus constituted " Austria."
M. Rivet wants to extend this family even further and
included in it the languages spoken in the Oceanic group,
i.e., Australian,3 Papuan, and Tasmanian.4
1 Die Mon-Khmer Vfflker, ein Bindeglied zwischen Volkern Zentral-
asiens und Austronesiens, 1906 (French translation : Lea Peuples Afon-
Khm&rs, trait d'union entre les peuples de I'Asie centrale et de VAustro-
nesie, BEFEO, VH, pp. 213-263, YHI, pp. 1-35).
* Le Group oceanien, Bull. Soc. Ling., 1926 (83), pp. 141-168.
3  Schmidt already suggested it in his study on Die  Gliederung
der auttralisclien Sprachen,  Anthropos,  Vols.  VII, VIII, IX, XII,
xra.
4  Prof. Przyluski (cf. infra, p. 147) has raised the problem of the
relation between Sumerian  and Austro-Asiatic.   He has compared a
series of Austro-Asiatic words with Sumerian  and has  discovered im-
portant analogies.   M. Biret also in his  article already referred to
suggests  that   the   Suraerians  had  probably  played an  important
role as agents of transmission of cultural elements between  Oceania
and Europe and Africa.   But it would bs premature, as Prof. Przyluski
himself admits (infra, p. 148), to g; -  any verdict at the present
moment.